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HOW U.S.A. GOT INTO WORLD WAR I 


‘Zionists “engineered” the United States into World War I to steal Palestine, — 
to do so created the Soviet Union and unleashed communism upon the world! 


It is generally known that the 2nd World War was a result 
of World War I. Hence, the thinking person welcomes the 
opportunity to examine facts showing how the United States 
was brought into this war which was no concern of ours, facts 


which cannot be disproved. 


The_ most disastrous consequence of World War 2 for the 
United States is that it put new life into communism’s march 
towards world conquest. The cost in lives lost and money spent 


in World War 2 was as unnecessary as unjustified. The United 
States will be railroaded into World War 3 like it was rail- 
roaded into World War 1. 
Every Senator, Congressman, educator and thinking American 
should read this document carefully, regardless of whether they 
lost relatives in that war or not. 

The following official report reveals the hitherto unpublished 
secret how the U.S.A. was railroaded into World War 1. Editor 





ORIGIN OF THE BALFOUR DECLARATION 


Dr. Weizmann’s Centribution 


By James A. Malcolm 


In order to give the history of the Balfour 
Declaration it would seem necessary to 
explain why the Jewish problem and 
Zionist aspirations were of interest to me 
and how it fell to my lot to meet Dr. Weiz- 
mann. -and to initiate the negotiations. 

amily, which is of Armenian stock, 
has © r settled in Persia since before 
abethan days. For two centuries at 
least it was always closely identified with 
British interests in Persia and the Arabian 
littoral of the Persian Gulf and the Indian 
Ocean. We acted for the British Government 
in various capacities in those parts. For 
instance, we were fiscal agents and during 
the Napoleonic wars we acted as treasurers 
to British Missions to the shah of Persia. 
(My father and mother were married on 
board a British man-of-war by the British 
Admiral). Our Agents at Baghdad were the 
well-known and important David Sassoon 
family, who had originally hailed from 
Sasoun in Armenia. We also sometimes 
acted as agents for Sir Moses Montefiore, 
who sent us money for distribution amongst 
the indigent members of the Jewish com- 
munity. This was done by our cashiers who 
were all Jews and who had full charge of 
all the cash resources of our firm. (There 
were no banks in those days.) 

It was therefore natural that when I came 
to England as a boy for my education, in 
1881, I was placed under the guardianship 
of an old friend, an agent of the family, 
Sir Albert (Abdella) Sassoon in London, 
and cultivated Jewish friends, including 
Colonel Golkdsmid. After leaving Oxford, 
while dabbling in journalism, I met Mr. 
Edward Fitzgerald, who was then a roving 
correspondent of the “Daily News” on the 
Continent. He had met Herzl in Vienna 
and Constantinople and told me a good deal 
about him and his Zionist ideas, which 
naturally interested me very much. In Lon- 
don, I heard from Colonel Goldsmid and 
other notable Jews about projected Jewish 
settlements in Palestine, El Arish, Argen- 
‘tine and Kenya. 

Early in 1915, I founded the Russia 
Society with the object of spreading knowl- 
edge of Russia among the British public as a 
means of improving relations between the 
two countries which were allied in war. 
The Speaker of the House of Commons, 
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Mr. Lowther (now Lord Ullswater) was 
President and nearly all the members of the 
Cabinet, including Mr. Churchill, were Vice- 
Presidents. Amongst the earliest of the 
distinguished members were Dr. J.H. Hertz, 
the Chief Rabbi, and the late Mr. L. J. 
Greenberg, Editor of the “Jewish Chronicle”. 





In my official capacity, I had frequent 
contacts with the Cabinet office, the Foreign 
Office and the War Office, the French and 
other allied Embassies in London, and had 
also to be in touch personally during visits 
to Paris, with my colleagues there and with 
the leading French authorities. Among the 
matters I had to negotiate were the welfare 
of the Armenian Refugees from Turkey and 
the disposition of the Armenian volunteers 
in Eastern Armenia who, under General 
Antranik, were (as recorded by Lord Cecil) 
operating on the left wing of the British 
Army in Northern Mesopotamia. 

These questions brought me into close 
relation with Sir Mark Sykes, Under Sec- 
retary of the War Cabinet for the Near 
East, and with M. Gout, his opposite number 
at the Quai d’ Orsay, and M. Georges Picot, 
Counsellor at the French Embassy in 
London. 

During one of my visits to the War 
Cabinet Office in Whitehall Gardens in the 
late Autumn of 1916, I found Sir Mark Sykes 
less buoyant than usual. As I had known 
his family of old and our relations were 
unrestrained, I enquired what was troubling 
him. He spoke of military deadlock in 
France, the growing menace of submarine 
warfare, the unsatisfactory situation which 
was developing in Russia and the general 
bleak outlook. The Cabinet was looking 
anxiously for United States intervention. 
I asked him what progress was being made 
in that direction. He shook his head glumly, 
“Precious little’, he replied. He had thought 
of enlisting the substantial Jewish influence 
in the United States, but had been unable 
to do so. Reports from America revealed a 
very pro-German tendency among the weal- 
thy American Jewish bankers and bond 
issuing houses, nearly all of German origin, 
and among Jewish journalists who took 
their cue from them. He was sorely dis- 
appointed and puzzled that two missions 
which had been sent from France and Italy 
had completely failed to have any effect, 
It appeared that the Tsarist persecution of 
the Jews, with the terrible record of po- 
groms at every Russian retreat, had made a 
deep impression. As the Germans had, on 
the contrary, shown in many army ordin- 
ances, especially in occupied Poland a great 
understanding and sympathy for the Jews, 
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the pro-German tendency of these Jews of 
German origin could not. be deflected. 

I enquired what special argument or con- 
sideration had the Allies put forward to 
win over American Jewry. Sir Mark replied 
that they had made use of the samé argu- 
ment as used elsewhere, viz, that we shall 
eventually win and it was better to be on 
the winning side. I informed him that there 
was a way to make American Jewry thor- 
oughly pro-Ally, and make them conscious 
that only an Allied victory could be of 
permanent benefit to Jewry all over the 
world. I said to him, “You are going the 
wrong way about it. The well-to-do English 
Jews you meet and the Jewish clergy are 
not the real leaders of the Jewish people. 
You have overlooked what the call of nat- 
ionality means. Do you know of the Zionist 
Movement? Sir Mark admitted ignorance 
of this movement and I told him something 
about it and concluded by saying. “You can 
win the sympathy of Jews everywhere, 
in one way only, and that way is by offering 
to try and secure Palestine for them.” 

Sir Mark was taken back and confessed 
that what I had told him was something 
quite new and most impressive. He would 
talk to me again about it. A day or two 
later he reverted to the subject and again 
said it was most interesting, but there were 
great difficulties (it was only later that J. 
heard of the Sykes-Picot Treaty with France 
and Russia.) I suggested that he should 
discuss it with Lord Milner, a member of 
the War Cabinet who was known to take 
a large and imaginative view of the several 
European nationalist issues raised by the 
War. He promised to do so and kept his 
promise. He told me that Lord Milner was 
greatly interested to learn of the Jewish 
Nationalist movement, but could not see 
any possibilities of promising Palestine to 
the Jews. I replied that it seemed to me 
the only way to achieve the desired result, 
and mentioned that one of President Wilson’s 
most intimate friends, for whose human- 
itarian views he had the greatest respect, 
was Justice Brandeis, of the Supreme Court, 
who was a convineed Zionist, Sir Mark was 
much interested in this new aspect and said 
he would check up on the matter, but he 
still saw no possibility of the War Cabinet 
adopting my idea. I asked him why, and he 
replied, “We cannot act without our Allies 
and I am afraid they would never agree.” 
I then suggested that if the object was to 
secure United States help, surely the Allies 
would agree. If he could obtain from the 
War Cabinet an assurance that help would 
be given towards securing Palestine for the 
Jews, it was certain that Jews in all neutral 
countries, especially the United States, would 
become pro-British and pro-Ally. He prom- 
ised to put the question again to Lord 
Milner, with the additional argument I had 
suggested. 

About a week later he reported that Mil- 
ner had informally discussed the matter with 
his colleagues, and they were favourably 
disposed to the idea. Of course they could 
not commit themselves, but advised that I 
should open negotiations with the Zionist 
leaders, I replied that this was futile as I 
could not go to them empty handed. I said 
I thought it would be sufficient if I were 
personally convinced of the sincerity of the 
Cabinet’s intentions so that I could go to 
the Zionists and say, “If you help the Allies, 
you will have the support of the British in 
securing Palestine for the Jews.” This 
appealed to Sir Mark as eminently reason- 
able but he saw grave difficulties, France 
would have to be persuaded to support the 
idea of Palestine for the Jews. Then there 
was the Vatican (Sir Mark himself was a 
Catholic) which would oppose any scheme 
which meant placing the Christian Holy 
Places under Jewish control. I replied that 
these difficulties must be overcome if the 
Allies wanted the help of the United States. 
Palestine meant Jewish support which was 
becoming increasingly necessary. Sir Mark 
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Louis D. Brandeis(xx) 


—forced Woodrow Wilson to place him 
on Supreme Court when Wilson could 
not raise 50 thousand dollars within 
three days. Later Felix Frankfurter(xx) 
was in position where F.D.R. had to 
place him on Supreme Court. Frank- 
furter is nephew of Brandeis. His wife 
and daughter solicited funds for Com- 
monwealth College in Mena, Arkansas 
which was closed by the state as Com- 
munist (sworn testimony). 

Brandeis, a rabid Zionist often said 
to the Zionists — Organize — Organize 
—Organize. THEY DID. 





then raised the objection of the apparent 
apathy of many Jews to the idea of Pales- 
tine and the opposition of others. I replied, 
“That is because you have not met the other 
kind of Jews, who are remarkable types 
and intensely attached to the idea of Zion. 
There are tens of thousands, perhaps hun- 
dreds of thousands, of such Jews. The 
wealthy Jewish bankers of London are com- 
pletely out of touch with them.” Sir Mark 
undertook to report our conversation to the 
Cabinet. He thought Lord Milner and 
George Barnes would understand. A day 
or two later, he informed me to open nego- 
tiations with the Zionists, as the Cabinet 
had agreed to my suggestion. 

Remembering my conversations with Mr. 
L. J. Greenberg, the Editor of the “Jewish 
Chronicle,” I wrote at once to him. I told 
him that from information in my possession 
I was sure the time had arrived when Jewry 
should cease “sitting on the fence” and come 
down definitely on the side of the Allies and 
use all their influence, especially in the 
U.S.A., to secure an Allied victory. The Jews 
wanted Palestine and now was a chance to 
get it. Such an opportunity would hardly 
recur and it was the duty of every Zionist 
to act quickly. I concluded by asking him 
if he could enable me to meet the leaders of 
the Zionist Movement. Greenberg replied 
in an enthusiastic letter, inviting me for a 
discussion. 

After I had told him the position and of 
the favourable prospects, he offered to ar- 
range a meeting between Dr. Weizmann and 
the other leaders of the movement, and my- 
self. Greenberg asked me to meet him at 
Dr. Weizmann’s home in Addison Road and 
introduced me to Dr. Weizmann, Mr. 
Sokolow and some others whose names I 
do not remember (I am not sure if Dr. 
Tchlenow was there, but I met him later). 
Dr. Weizmann had moved from Manchester 
to London a few months previously and was 
working on explosives for the Admiralty 
and Ministry of Munitions. Dr. Weizmann 
referred to his talks with C. P. Scott, Editor 
of the “Manchester Guardian.” Mr. Lloyd 
George (then Minister of Munitions) and 
Balfour (then head of the Admiralty) and 
asked me what reasons I had for being con- 
vinced of success. I recounted the gist of 
my several conversations with Sir Mark 
Sykes and that I had the War Cabinet’s 
authority for my overtures. Dr. Weizmann 





was most. interested and asked his col- 
leagues for their views. All of them and 
notably Mr. Sokolow, were sceptical and 
hesitant. But Dr.- Weizmann turned to me 
again and asked if I was really personally 
convinced that the Government seriously 
intended to make a promise of Palestine in 
consideration. of the help required from 
American Jewry, and if E would advise them 
to accept, and I replied, “Yes, most cer- 
tainly.” Whereupon..Dr. Weizmann shook 
hands with me saying, “I aecept your ad- 
vice,” and asked when. he could meet Sir 
Mark Sykes. I said if I could telephone to 
Sir Mark I might be able to fix it there and 
then. Accordingly, I rang him up, said I was 
speaking from Dr. Weizmann’s house and 
asked when I could bring him along. Sir 
Mark fixed the appointment for the very 
next day, which was a Sunday. 

My impression of Dr. Weizmann at this 
first meeting was of a man careful and yet 
quick to grasp the possibilities of a situation, 
looking ahead to the end of the process and 


expecting many setbacks on the way. His 


tall figure, his whole bearing, his pale face 
and keen eyes and his natural geniality, 
made a great impression on me which has 
not faded after nearly thirty years. The 
other gentlemen also struck me as equall;: 
passionate and devoted workers for their 
cause. 

Dr. Weizmann was unable, owing to war 
duties, to accompany me to Buckingham 
Gate on the next day to meet Sir Mark 
Sykes, but Mr. Sokolow,-Mr. Greenberg and 
one or two other Zionists attended. The 
results of the talk were very satisfactory. 
The first step was to inform Zionist leaders 
in all parts of the world of the compact and 
Sir Mark said they would be given immed- 
iate facilities for cables to be sent through 
the Foreign Office and War Office, through 
the British Embassies and Consulates. A 
special detailed message was at once sent 
to Justice Brandeis in cipher through the 
Foreign Office. 

Further talks were held in various Gov- 
ernment Departments,.at which Dr. Weiz- 
mann was present. All these conversations 
took place with the knowledge and approval 
of Sir Maurice (now Lord) Hankey, Secre- 
tary of the Cabinet. The talks resulted in 
a general understanding, which I called a 
“gentlemen’s agreement,” that the Zionists 
should work for active Jewish sympathy 
and support for the Allied cause, especially 
in the United States, so as to bring about a 
radical pro-Allied tendency in that country 
and that the British Cabinet would help the 
Jews to gain Palestine in return for this. 

The negotiations were now carried on in 
Sir Mark’s room at. the. Foreign Office, to 
which the matter was referred by the War 
Cabinet for action. 

At that time one of the principal Under- 
Secretaries at the Foreign Office was Sir 
Ronald Graham, who worked in close con- 
fidence with Sir Mark Sykes and who was 
of unfailing help during the whole time he 
was at the Foreign Office. The messages 
which were sent to the Zionist leaders in 
Russia were intended to hearten them and 
obtain their support for the Allied cause 
which had been affected by Russian ill- 
treatment of the Jews. Other messages were 
sent to Jewish leaders in neutral countries 
and the result was to strengthen the pro- 
Allied sympathies of Jews everywhere. A 
striking example of the effect of the mess- 
age was reported to me from Petrograd. A 
wealthy and influential anti-Zionist Jewish 
banker there was shown the telegram an- 
nouncing the provisional promise of Pales- 
tine to the Jews. He was very much moved 
and said, “How can a Jew refuse such a 
gift?” 5 

An informal Anglo-Zionist gathering took 
place at the house of Dr. Gaster on the 7th 
February, 1917, to meet Sir Mark Sykes, and 
Herbert Samuel (now Lord Samuel), James 
de Rothschild, Dr. Weizmann, Mr. Sokolow, 
Dr. Tchlenow and Mr. Sacher and one or two 
others were present. My official duties pre- 
vented my attendance; Dr. Weizmann was 
at that time too fully occupied with his 
chemical work on behalf of the Govern- 
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ment to-be able to devote himself entirely 
to the Zionist negotiations, and moreover, 
~ as Mr. Sokolow was a member of the Zionist 
- -Executive, which Dr. Weizmann was not at 
“the time, Mr. Sokolow was deputed to-con- 
tinue the conversation with Sir Mark Sykes 
‘on behalf of the Zionist leaders. 


After several talks with Sykes, it was. 


‘found’ necessary that I should also discuss 
the matter with George Picot, Councellor 
at the French Embassy in London and in 
certain respects the French colleagues and 
“Opposite number of Sykes in these matters. 
Picot was most understanding and sympa- 


thetic—not only to the Armenians but also | 


“to the Jews, and was most willing to help 


if he could. But he had one great difficulty — 


—with the sole and honourable exception of 
Baron Edmond de Rothschild (to whom I 
‘was introduced many years previously by 
Mr. George Sheffield of the British Embassy 
in Paris), all the leading Jews in France 
were anti-Zionist and scoffed at the idea 
that any appreciable number of Jews would 
ever want to go and se':ie in Palestine. 
Picot. was told by them t.iat Zionism was 
only an idealistic obsession of a few Eastern 
European Jewish fanatical nationalists who 
themselves would never go to Palestine, 
-much less settle on the land there. It there- 
fore required a good deal of cogent argu- 
ment, which I happened to have, to disabuse 
his mind of what he had been told. This 
being done, he promised to help, and acting 
on his suggestion I went to Paris and dis- 
cussed the matter also with M. Gout, at the 
time the Under Secretary at the Quai 
d’ orsay for Eastern Affairs. As he was in 
closer contact with French Jewry even 
greater effort was needed to convince him 
and obtain promise of his help.. As a matter 
of fact, until the last minute French Jewry, 
represented by the powerful Alliance Israe- 
lite Universelle and M. Bigart, Secretary of 
that Institution, were straining every nerve 
-. to sabotage the project. 

In December, 1916, Asquith resigned and 
_ Mr. Lloyd George became Premier. This 
change was beneficial to the Zionists. cause 
inasmuch as Asquith had been definitely 
“unsympathetic whereas Lloyd George, him- 
self a member of a small and proud nation 
and having a strong religious bent, was 
naturally more predisposed to understand 
the. Zionist Movement. Sir Sykes and I were 


--. greatly helped in gaining his support by 


Philip Kerr (later Lord Lothian), who was 
Lloyd George’s Secretary and whose guid- 
vance in such matters he generally followed. 
-----' Ajthough I had already prepared the way 
- in Paris to some extent for a review of the 
. Palestine question, it was decided at the 
-- Foreign Office that I should accompany 

‘Sokolow to Paris to ensure his being re- 
ceived at the Quai d’ Orsay by M.M. Pichon 
‘and de Margerie. It was as well that I did 
so, On arrival I rang up M. Picot and ar- 
-. Yanged for Sokolow and myself to see him 
. at his house. After a long and satisfactory 
_ discussion, he promised to see that we 
should be received by Pichon and de Mar- 
’ gerie. Later he telephoned that, though 
difficult, the appointment was fixed for the 
following morning. Somehow the Alliance 
Israelite and its Secretary, M. Bigart, had 
got to know about it and we learnt after- 
: wards that until the last moment they had 

thought they would be able to prevent it. 
But fortunately we had a staunch friend in 
“Picot to see that nothing miscarried. The 
Alliance Israelite was so sure of their in- 
fluence that at first they could not believe 
the news when, a few minutes after Soko- 
llow’s arrival at the Quai d’ Orsay, some 
~~ofriends of theirs had telephoned and told 

“them. I had decided after all that it would 
be better for Sokolow to go _ alone, 

-as I had reason to know that the 
-- Quai d‘ Orsay felt I might be pushing 
** gome British interest. They (the people 
of the Alliance) kept on_ telephoning 
“= to our room at the Hotel Maurice and asking 
*- $f it was true that Sokolow was at the Min- 
istere. I answered them all, “Son Excellence, 
M. Sokolow, est sorti.”” When they asked who 
was speaking I replied. “Le Chef de Cabinet 
de. son Excellence!” Mr. Sokolow was much 


amused when I told him of my. practical 
joke at their expense. Then a swarm of 
Jewish notables downstairs interrogated me 
—most of them I thought inwardly looked 
very pleased, though outwardly wearing a 
mask of disapproval, like a father who re- 
bukes his son for jumping a dangerous 
obstacle and at the same time exults over 


- 


All these steps were taken with the full 
knowledge and approval of Justice Brandeis, 
between whom and Dr. Weizmann there was 
an active interchange of cables. 

The work was making satisfactory pro- 
gress in the Spring of 1917, when the 


United States entered the War. Sir Sykes 


was very confident that the promise of the 
Government would be publicly confirmed 
very soon. Unfortunately, however, a num- 
ber of very serious: setbacks occurred which 
delayed the matter and made the issue of 
the declaration tremble in the balance more 
than once. As is we!l known there were very 
many military and naval setbacks in 1917 
and the Cabinet was far too occupied with 
them to be able to deal with the question 
of Palestine and the Jews. More serious, 
however, was the information which reached 
us that one of the members of the British 
Cabinet was working with all his might to 
prevent the promise being given. This was 
Edwin Montagu, the Secretary for India, 
himself a Jew and the son of Lerd Sway- 
thling (the Banker). 

Further opposition came from Jewish 
quarters in France and in this country. In 
France, as I have said, nearly all the leading 
Jews, with the exception of Baron Edmond 
de Rothschild, were bitterly opposed to the 
pro-Zionist declaration by M. Pichon. Their 
opposition was not only due to French pat- 
riotism, but also to their fears that a 
National Home for Jews in Palestine could 
somehow affect their political status in 
France. The same motive explained the 
growing opposition from the influential Jews 
of England. In May, 1917, the two heads of 
Anglo-Jewry, the late Claude Montefiore, 
President of the Anglo-Jewish Association, 
and the late David Alexander, K.C., Presi- 
dent of the Board of Deputies acting through 
Lucien Wolf of the Conjoint Foreign Com- 
mittee of these two bodies, gathered toget- 
her a number of their colleagues and wrote 
to “The Times” protesting against the re- 
ported intention of the Government to adopt 
a pro-Zionist policy in regard to Palestine. 

Fortunately, with the assistance of the 
editor of “The Times,” Mr. Wickham, who 
had lived many years in Vienna, had met 
Herzl and understood the Zionist Movement, 
we were able to counter this move by pub- 
lishing immediate replies from Chief Rabbi 
Dr. Herzl, Lord Rothschild and Dr. Weiz- 
mann. The Chief Rabbi’s contribution was 
particularly useful to counteract the views 
of Claude Montefiore, who was known as 
a religious and spiritual leader. 

Lord Swaythling and the League of 
British Jews continued their active oppos- 
ition and sent a very able memorandum to 
the Cabinet, drafted by Lucien Wolf, disa- 
vowing the Zionist claims. Sir Mark and I 
discussed the position and the Zionist lea- 
ders were advised to take up the challenge 
as it was absolutely essential to convince 
the Cabinet that Anglo-Jewry was Zionist 
in sympathy and outlook, although their 
official spokesman was _ anti-Zionist. A 
rapid campaign among the members of the 
Board of Deputies was organized in order 
to prove that British Jewry was not anti- 
Zionist. A pro-Zionist resolution was intro- 
duced and carried by a large majority. This 
led to the resignation of the President, 
David Alexander, and the Vice-President, 
Mr. S. Q. Henriques, and the fact was duly 
reported in “The Times” and the general 
British press, and greatly impressed and in- 
fluenced the Government. 


Our method of operation from the outset 
had been the following. Once the Govern- 
ment had decided to adopt the pattern of 
pro-Zionist policy, it became necessary to 


pick up the various strands to be woven in 
to the pattern. Of these the most important 
was the work of enlightenment regarding 
Zionist aims, on which Dr. Weizmann had 


.been concentrating since the outbreak of 


the War. Througn the good offices of the 
late C. P. Scott of the Manchester Guardian, 
the late Professor Samuel Alexander of 
Manchester University, Dr. Weizmann had 
over a period of years, interested in the 
Movement Mr. Lloyd George, Mr. Balfour, 
Lord Crewe, Lord Cecil, Sir Herbert Sam- 
uel, Philip Kerr, Protessor C. K. Webster, 
Sir Ronaid Graham, Colonel Meinertzhagen 
and others. Dr. Weizmann had already dis- 
cussed Zionism with Mr. Balfour as far back 
as 1906. Books, pamphlets and articles were 
written and pubiished by a small group of 
Dr. Weizmann’s disciples and friends, of 
whom I recollect Herbert Sidebotham, Pro- 
fessor Zimmern, Leon Simon, Harry Sacher, 
Samuel Landman, Simon Marks, Israel and 
Rebecca Sieff and 8S. Tolkowsky. The late 
Herbert Sidebotham was the famous mili- 
tary correspondent of the ‘Manchester 
Guardian” and “The Times” and also wrote 
under the name of “Scrutator” in the “Ob- 
server.” His articles and books strongly 
urging the Zionist claims had a great follow- 
ing. The weekly publication “Paiestine,” the 
organ of the British Palestine committee, 
established in Manchester at the suggestion 
of Dr. Weizmann at the end of 1916, was 
particularly helpful. Dr. Weizmann’s own 
contacts with scientists and Ministers nat- 
urally brought us a number of valuable 
friends, among whom the late Sir Alfred 
Mond (Lord Melchett) deserves special 
mention. 

Another strand was the military prowess 
of the Unit of Zionist Volunteers, first in 
Gallipoli in 1915 and later in Palestine. The 
credit for establishing the Jewish Unit be- 
longs, as everybody knows, to the late 
Vladimir Jabotinsky, one of the most re- 
markable Zionist leaders I have ever met. 
It was in August 1917, that he obtained the 
final consent from Lerd Derby, on behalf of 
the British Cabinet, to establish the Jewish 
Unit and this also prepared the ground 
for the pro-Zionist declaration which had 
been held back for so long. 

The original draft of the Declaration was 
prepared by Dr. Weizmann and his friends 
in London in the summer of 1917 at the 
instance of Sir Mark Sykes, and read (after 
various amendments at the instance of the 
anti-Zionists) as follows: 


“His Majesty’s Government views 
with favour the establishment in Pales- 
tine of a National Home for the Jewish 
Race, and will use its best endeavors 
to facilitate the achievement of this 
object; it being clearly understood that 
nothing shall be done which may pre- 
judice the civil and religious rights of 
the existing non-Jewish communities in 
Palestine, or the rights and political 
status enjoyed in any other country by 
such Jews who are fully contented with 
their existing nationality and citizen- 
ship.” 

This draft was cabled by Sir Ronald 
Graham to Brandeis in Washington for sub- 
mission to President Wilson and to secure 
his concurrence. Baron Edmond de Koths- 
child also agreed to it and it was then sub- 
mitted to the War Cabinet and to Mr. 
Balfour, who would sign it as Foreign Sec- 
retary. It underwent further amendment 
whereby the word “people”? was substituted 
for “race” and the reference at the end to 
“fully contented” was omitted, and in this 
final form remained at the Foreign Office 
until the military situation in the East 
improved. 

Towards the end of October I heard from 
Sir Mark Sykes that the declaration was 
likely to come up before the Cabinet in 
view of satisfactory military progress in 
Palestine. He asked me to wait for him 
in the vestibule of the War Cabinet and 
arranged a code word to let me know the 
result. As he came out he called to me, 
“It’s a boy,” to indicate success. I heard 
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later from Sykes (and also from Mr. Orms- 
by Gore (now Lord Harlech) that Balfour, 
as Foreign Secretary, in a five minute 
speech, convincingly explained the value of 
the Declaration. In this he was strongly 
supported by Milner and Smuts, as well as 
the Prime Minister. Thus the War Cabinet 
arrived at a unanimous decision to issue the 
statement. I knew then that at last, after 
many anxious weeks and months, my seed 
had borne fruit and that the Government 
had become an ally of Zionism. The Declar- 
ation is dated 2nd November, 1917, and is 
known to history as the Balfour Declaration. 
The final text, as published, was commun- 
icated in a letter from Mr. Balfour to Lord 
Rothschild, and was as follows: 


“His Majesty’s Government view with 
favour the establishment in Palestine 
of a national home for the Jewish 
people, and will use their best endeav- 
ours to facilitate the achievement of 
this object, it being clearly understood 
that nothing shall be done which may 
prejudice the civil and religious rights 
of existing non-Jewish communities in 
Palestine or the rights and _ political 
status enjoyed by Jews in any other 
country.” 

By issuing this declaration the British 
Government duly carried out—as I had all 
along been convinced they would—its ob- 
ligation to promise British help for the Jews 
to obtain Palestine. It is therefore strictly 
correct for Professor Temperly, the official 
historian of the Paris Peace Conference, to 
describe the Balfour Declaration as “a 
definite contract between Great Britian and 
Jewry.” The consideration for this contract 
had already been given by the Jews before 
November 2nd, 1917. 

When I look back on that strenuous 
struggle I feel happy indeed that a kind 
Providence gave me the opportunity to place 
all my personal and official connections 
freely and fully at the disposal of my Zion- 
ist friends. Thus I was able to be of some 
service to the Jewish people at a great 
historic moment. In so doing I knew I was 
acting in the best interest of Britain and 
for the good of the world. 

Although in a letter to me Dr. Weizmann 
has recognized my initiative in this work, 
I think it only fair to state that without 
his dynamic and persuasive personality, and 
without his quick and courageous decisions 
behind the scenes and the important secret 
and hazardous missions he _ successfully 
undertook, we might have not succeeded at 
all. He took the lead throughout and was 
regarded by all who came into contact with 
him as the one man who could decide for 
the Movement. He was particularly fortu- 
nate in that Mrs. Weizmann shared and 
supported his efforts to the fullest extent. 

I have it from a good authority that as 
soon as Mr. Churchill became Prime Min- 
ister, Dr. Weizmann was anxious to see him, 
but Churchill kept putting the meeting off 
and when asked why he was reluctant to 
give an appointment, he said, “I know he 
will convince me.” 

This was a great tribute from the great- 
est of British leaders to Weizmann, the 
most outstanding Jewish figure in modern 
times. 


The #bore is from the original manu- 
script of sames A. Malcolm with a few 
unimportant paragraphs deleted in order 
to shorten. 

James A. Malcolm was the official with 
the British War Cabinet with whom the 
Zionists negotiated in October 1916 to rail- 
road the United States into World War 1 
in order to obtain Palestine. This conspiracy 
created the Soviet Union in 1917 and re- 
sulted in World War 2 in 1939. 

The original of this secret and hitherto 
unpublished manuscript is in the possession 
of the Zionist Archives and Library of the 
Palestine Foundation Fund, 515 Park Ave., 
New York (22), New York. 


Common Sense. 


HAGANAH 
ACTIVE IN U.S. 


The Argentinian newspaper “LA RAZON,, 
of June 24th, 1960 writes on the occasion 
of the Eichmann case. . .“The Haganah 
has permanent commondos,” and follows 
up this information with the following com- 
ments as translated for us. 

“It is probably known only to a few that 
the State of Israel maintains commando 
troops, in a permanent form, in the United 
States, Argentina, France, Egypt, Italy, 
Austria and Switzerland. These comman- 
dos are extensions of the underground 
military organization, which acted in Pal- 
estine before the creation of the State of 
Israel and has been called Haganah. The 
Haganah, after the State of Israel had been 
established, became the basis of Israel’s 
army. 5 

The members of the Haganah, who re- 
mained active, began to build up what is 
called today the Israel Secret Service. This 
Secret Service works on a world wide basis 
with several thousand agents. The strong- 
est organizations of this Secret Service are 
in the United States and in Argentina, 
where live the most important Jewish eth- 
Nic groups. 

Haganah works in contact with the re- 
spective military attaches of Israel with- 
out any civil intervention, neither by the 
Ambassador nor by any Minister. 

Another organization of a- civil type 
is patterned after the commandos; this 
is called “For the Defense of Jewish People’, 
operating also on a world-wide basis. It 
has the task of getting information about 
the “enemies of the people”, be they 
Jews or non-Jews. This organization also 
seeks the Jewish renegades. 

The Haganah, as well as this organization, 
has the task of collecting information about 
all things which may be hostile to the 
Jewish people and to the State of Israel. 

These spy and action organizations con- 
trol enormous sums in dollars — the only 
money they possess... .” 





- JEWRY & COMMUNISM - 


The Argentinian weekly “Combate” of 
March 1960 published the following notice: 


“Israelite community of Buenos Aires 
commemorates the 42nd anniversary of 
the Sovietic Revolution. 

Sunday, November 8th at 18 o’clock 
in the School I L-Perez at Villa Lynch, 
Monteagudo 10, a solemnity took place, 
in which the Israelite community of 
Buenos Aires commemorated the 42nd 
anniversary of the Sovietic Revolution. 
The solemnity was inaugurated by Mrs. 
Berta Drukareva, who exalted the sig- 
nificance of this new anniversary. The 
orators, who spoke in Yiddish with 
great enthusiasm, celebrated the world 
wide importance of the Sovietic Revo- 
lution on the social, political and econ- 
omical fields, saying, that actually it is 
transforming the very existence of man- 
kind. One proof more of the harmony 
existing between Jews and communists, 
whom the directed propaganda is al- 
ways anxious to depict as being incom- 
patible with another.” 
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sk fight it with common sense! 


A COMMUNIST SPEAKS=~—~ 


Read now what editor of PAIX and LIB- 
ERTE, a French Communist newspaper, 
wrote in 1954: ‘ é' 
The Gospel of Jesus Christ..and the Com- 
munist Manifesto. 
“The Gospel is a much more. powerful 
weapon for the renewal of society than. 
is our Marxist philosophy. All the same, _ 
it is we who will finally beat you. 
We are only a handful, and you Chris- 
tians are numbered by the millions. But 
if you remember the story of Gideon 
and his three hundred companions 
you will understand why I am right. 
We Communists do not play with™ 
words. We are realists, and seeing 
that we are determined to achieve 
our object, we know how to obtain- 
the means. Of our salaries” and 
wages we keep only what is strictly 
necessary; and we give the rest for pro--:: 
paganda purposes. To this propaganda 
we also consecrate our free time and 
part of our holidays. You, however,;~- 
give only a little time and hardly any_. 
money for the spreading of the Gospel . 
of Christ. How can anyone believe in. - 
the supreme value of this Gospel if you 
do not practice it? If you do not spread 
it? And if you sacrifice neither time 
nor money for it? Believe me, it is we 
who will win, for we believe in our 
Communist message and we are ready 
to sacrifice everything, even our life, 
in order that social justice shall tri- 
umph. But you people are afraid to soil 
your hands.” 


— NO TIME FOR COMMUNISM - 


Amidst the bustling activity that charac- 
terizes the industrial development of the 
Dominican Republic there is no time for 
Communism. A people aware of their in- 
dividuality and confident of their own 
ability and strength, have no need for 
Communism. 

When it was realized by those who cover 
the world with the red flag that men of the 
Dominican Republic would not follow them, 
a new technique was tried. Thoroughly in- 
doctrinated propagandists were sent to. the 
D. R. by the boatloads. The aroused people 
of the Dominican nation quickly. enacted 
legislation which outlawed: 

“Any communist, anarchist or other 

groups, societies or associations that, 

regardless of the number of members 
they may have, their names _.or. their 
emblem, uphold programs _ containing 
doctrines and platforms that are incom- 
patible with the civil, republican, demo- 
cratic and representative nature of the 

Government of the Republic.” 

Protected from within by the .strength 
of its people and from without. by. sfern 
laws, the Dominican Republic stands_firmly 





world and is determined to stay that way. 
EE OR a ARE CIE SI MAURER. eS a Ry ROY ik Sc 
FIGHT FOR FREEDOM” ~~ 


If you want to fight for freedom, become 
a part of the COMMON SENSE fast-growing 
movement to turn the tide by factual infor- 
mation. Help secure subscriptions or con- 
tribute to our distribution fund. ~ =: 

This paper belongs to all good ‘patriots. 


I WAS A SLAVE 
IN RUSSIA 


A touching, personal account of nine 
years imprisonment in a Soviet con- 
centration camp, close to the Artic 
Circle. John Noble was an average 
American businessman, and his story 
could be curs, if the Reds take over. 
Paperback Price $1.00 
Order from 
Christian Educational Assn. 
Union, New Jersey 
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